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Appl.No. 10/709,890 

Amdt. dated Etecernber 27, 2005 

Reply to Office action of September 27, 2005 

REMARKS/ARGUMENTS 

1, Amendment to claims 1 and 10: 

Hie applicant has amoided claims U 1 0 to respectfully ^d the limitations of claims 5, 
1 3 In order to distinguish from Lee (PN 2004/0036824), as will be explained below. No new 
5 matter is introduced through diese amendments. 

2. Rejection of claiim 1-4 and 10-11 under 35 U.S.C 102 (e) as being anticipated by Lee 
(PN 2004/0036824), 

Claims 1,10 have been amended to overcome this rejection. Specifically, the 
1 0 limitations 'Ihe micro color filter bemg composed of a plurality of s^ked optical thin films, 
and comprising a low index optical thin film stack or a high index optical thin film stack" 
have been added to the claims. The amended claims 1 and 10 are different fiiom Lee (PN 
2004/0036824), 

15 As illustt^ in Fig. 3 of Lee (PN 2004/0036824), the substrate 100 has a plurality of 

conductive plugs 110, which are made fiom the metal. Each conductive plug 1 1 0 corresponds 
to a pixel electrode 179 and a color filter 136. The alignment layer 133 is disposed 
between the color filter 136 and the liquid crystal layer 130. The optical 
enhancement layer 135 is disposed between the color filter 136 and pixel 

20 electrode 179. And, Lee (PN 2004/0036824) teaches the color filter 136 is made 
from the monochromatic filters or the polychromatic filters. 

In the present invention, the color filters 118, 216 are made using a plurality of 
stacked optical thin films. And, the stacked optical thin films comprise a low index optical 
25 thin film stack or a high index optical tfiin film stack. As [0017] mentions "The micro 
color filters llSa^ 118b, and 118c only permit lights of a first specific spectrum, a second 
specific spectrum, and a third specific spectrum to pass respectively." and "the lights of 

6 
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the first specific spectrum, the second specific spectrum, and the third specific spectrum 
are red, green, and blue lights respectively. In addition, a location of each micro color 
fiher of the micro color filter array 118 corresponds to the metal electrodes 114a, 114b, 
and 1 14c respectively so that the lights passing through the micro color filters 1 18a, 1 18b, 
and 1 1 8c are reflected upward by the metal electrodes 1 14a, 1 1 4b, and 1 14c respectively'*. 
In the other words, the color filters of the applicant's invention are made from a low index 
optical thin film stack or a high index optical thin film stack. The optical thin film stacks 
can separate the reflecting lights from the meta^ electrodes into the specific spectrums. 
But, the color filter of Lee (PN 2004/00368241 is made from the monochromatic 



10 filters oy t;he polychromatic filters. 



the color filters 



ppiicant^s iiiventitift af^ diffgrerit from the y>atfefiflls rif thip, C( 
filters in Lee rPN 2004/003 6824^. So. t^ie wav of prpducing the red, green, and blue 
Hght5; in the apniicanf s invention is different from Lee ^PN 2004/0036824V 

1 5 Thus, the amended claims 1 and 10 are patentably distinguishable fix)m Lee (PN 

2004/0036824). Reconsideration of die amended claims is politely requested. And, their 
dependent claims are also patentable. 

3. Rejection of daim 5-7 and 12-15 under 35 U.S«C* 103 (a) as being anticipated by Lee 
20 (FN 2004/0036824) in view of Sperger et aL(US 6342970). 

Claims 1 and 1 0 are patentably distinguishable from Lee (PN 2004/0036824) for the 
above-mentioned reasons. Their dependent claims are also patentable. 



4. Rejection of claim 8-9 and 16-17 under 35 103 (a) as being anticipated by Lee 

25 (PN 2004/0036824) in view of Vitbana (US 204/0165128). 

Claims 1 and 10 are patentably distinguishable from Lee (PN 2004/0036824) for the 
above-mentioned reasons. Their depend^t claims are also patentable. 



PAGE 10/11 * RCVD AT 12/27/2005 3:59:64 AM t^astem Standard Time] * SVR:USPTO-EFXRF-6/24 * DNIS:2738300 * CSIO:80&4086673 * DURATION <min-ss):D8*24 



. . From: 8064986673 To: 00215712738300 Page: 11/11 Date: 2005/12/27 04:59:08 



10 



Appl. No. 10/709,890 

Amdt. dated December 27, 2005 

Reply to Office action of September 27, 2005 

5. RejeGtion of claims 18 under 35 U.S.C. 103 (a) as being anticipated by Lee (FN 
2004/0036824) in view of Miyawaki(US5793452). 

Claims 1 and 10 are patentabiy distinguishabie from Lee (PN 2004/0036824) for the 
above-mentioned reasons. Their dependent claims are also patentable. 

Applicant respectliuliy requests that a timely Notice of Allowance be issued in this ^ 
case. ^ 
Sincerely yours. 



Date: 12/27/2005 



Winston Hsu, Patent Agent No, 41,526 ^ 
P:0. BOX 506, Merrifield* VA 221 16, U.S.A. O 
Voice Mail: 302-729-1 562 
1 5 Facsimile: 806-498-6673 

e-mail : \vinstonhsu@naipo.com 

Note: Please leave a message in my voice mail if you need to talk to me. (The time in D.C. 
is 13 hours behind the Taiwan time, i.e. 9 AM in D.C. - 1 0 PM in Taiwan.) 
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